REMARKS 
Claims 4-5 remain in tlie application. 

Claim 4 had been rejected under 35 (JSC § 112 second paragraph because 
there was no antecedent basis for "the wall" in line 4 and "the inner wall" and "the outer 
wall" in line 7. The wording has been removed. 

Claim 5 had been rejected under 35 (JSC § 112 second paragraph because 
there was no antecedent basis for "the open distal end" in line 2. Applicant has 
removed "open" and suggest that there is antecedent basis for "the distal end" of the 
body as outline in element 4. (a). 

Claim 6 had been rejected under 35 USC § 112 second paragraph because 
there was no antecedent basis for "the fluid" in line 2. The claim has been cancelled. 

Applicant believes that the removal of the wording from claims 4 and 5 does not 
materially affect the claims as the structure is and location of the elements are clearly 
pointed out in the specification. 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and early allowance of the 
amended claims. 

Respectfully Submlttedr— 

Richard L. Moseley \ 
ATTORNEY FOR APPLICANT 
Reg. No. 32,482 \ 
P.O. Box 630708 \ 
Houston, Texas 77263 
„ , , (713)780-7047 
Date ('l/j/ li'> 
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